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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Chemical Leaman Tank Lines, Inc. is located at 1251 Battle Creek Road
(P. 0. Box 7) in Jonesboro, Clayton County, Georgia 30236. The coordinates
are latitude 33° 33' 10.0" N and longitude 084° 21' 23.0" W.

The Chemical Leaman Tank Lines, Inc. began its operations in 1971 and is
owned by Chemical Leaman Tank Lines, Inc. of Lionville, Pennsylvania 19353.
This facility is a Common Carrier transporting chemical commodities in bulk
quantities. Tanker trucks which transport a wide variety of chemical products,
some of which are hazardous, are rinsed-out with a caustic solution (NaOH)
and hot water after each delivery. The rinsate is collected in six in-ground
concrete basins for settling. The.]iqui;i. pbrtion of the tank contents is
discharged to the local Publically-Owned Treatment Works (POTW) and the bottom
sludge is periodically collected in drums and shipped to a waste disposal
facility. The waste quantity is unknown. Sludge samples analyzed on June
10, 1976 contained chromium, zinc, lead, and iron. The samples were analyzed
by Commonwealth Laboratory of Greenville, South Carolina. Currently, the
bottom sludge is collected by Barton Environmental Services of Morrow, Georgia.
The Clayton County Water Authority conducts tests on the discharge to the
sewer system on a regular basis. Chemical Leaman tests the final rinsate
twice a week and the pH is checked daily. The facility 'ismclassified as

a small quantity generator under RCRA.
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The site is located in the Southern Piedmont Land Resource Area. Drainage

for the area 1is provided principally by the Flint River, the South River,
and tributaries to these rivers. The Flint River is the boundary separating
Clayton and Fayette Counties. The landscape consists of ridgetops and hill
sides that are dissected by numerous drainageways. The area is generally
characterized by broad, gently sloping and strongly sloping ridgetops in
the western part and by steep hillsides below narrow ridgetops in the east.
Narrow to wide nearly-level flood plains are throughout the area, but are
commonly adjacent to steep hillsides. The soils in the area of the site
are a combination of Pacolet sandy loam (6 - 10% slopes) and Urban Lands.
The Pacolet sandy loam is a deep, well-drained, strongly sloping soil on
narrow ridgetops and short hillsides of the Piedmont Upland. Slopes are
irregular and convex. Permeabi]it} is 'ﬁbdérate and the available water
capacity is ﬁédium. Urban Land has soil that has been modified. Cuts are
deep inplaces and expose weathered mica schist, granite or gneiss. Slopes

are 2 to 25 percent.

Potential targets in the area are 39 households with wells within a 4-mile
radius of the site. It is not known if these wells are being used.

This investigation was conducted because the site is located in a heavily
populated and industrialized area. Surface runoff from the site enters Jester
Creek about 1,000 feet to the west. There afe oldef Hbmes thai hay USé §hallow
wells in the area for drinking water purposes. The preliminary HRS scoring
for the site is less than 25.0. A greater score was not obtainable because
there were no observed releases that could be attributed to the site and
there were no wastes disposed of on-site. Since the HRS scoring is less
than 25.00, Georgia EPD recommends that no further remedial action be planned

for this site.



1.0 INTRODUCTION

The Chemical Leaman Tank Lines, Inc. started operations in 1971 and is still
active. A wide variety of chemical commodities, some of which are hazardous,
are transported by bulk. Tankers are rinsed out with a caustic solution
and the final rinsate is discharged to several on-site settling basins.
This wastewater is discharged to the county sewer system. The bottom sludge
is handled by Barton Environmental Services of Morrow, Georgia. An
investigation of the facility was conducted because surface runoff from the
site enters Jester Creek and older homes in the area may use shallow wells

for drinking water.



2.0 SITE CHARACTERIiR?ION
The facility is owned by Chemical Leaman Tank Lines, Inc. of Lionville,
Pennsylvania 30326. Chemical Leaman Tank Lines, Inc. withdrew its app]icatidn
for a Hazardous Waste Facility permit and is currently classified as a small
quantity generator (Ref. 1). Tanker trucks that are cleaned at the facility
are rinsed out with a caustic solution (NaOH) and hot water after each
delivery. The final rinsate is collected in a cascading system of 6 concrete
basins for settling. The liquid portion of the basins is discharged to the
Clayton County sewer system. The Clayton County Water Authority conducts
tests on these discharges on a regular basis. The bottom sludge is collected
by Barton Environmental Services of Morrow, Georgia. The basins have holding

capacities of 200 - 300 gallons.

Initial rinses are collected in 5-gallon containers and then placed into
55-gallon drums, labeled and then picked up for disposal (Ref. 2). Solid-Tek
of Morrow, Georgia and Tri-State Steel Drum Co. of Graysville, Georgia handle
and dispose of these hazardous wastes (Ref. 3). These same disposal practices
have been employed since the facility began its operations in 1971 (Ref.

2). There are no records on file of any remedial actions at this site (Ref.

1).

The site covers an area of 7.4 acres and is enc]osed by a fenée. Due to
its business operations, the site 1is continuously open. The rear of the
site is bordered by Jester Creek and a heavily forested area. There are
two buildings on-site. Drainage from rinse operations are directed to six
in-ground concrete basins (Ref. 2). There are no on-site wells., The facility
is supplied its water by Clayton County (Ref. 2). MWastes are not disposed

of on-site. Waste types may range from latexes and resins to herbicides.
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The land in the area is highly industrialized and heavily populated. The
facility is one of several companies in an industrial park (Ref. 1, 2).
North Jonesboro High School is located 1.25 miles south of the facility (Ref.
5). Kindergarten/day care centers were not observed in the area of the site.
There are sensitive environments (5-acre wetlands) within the four-mile radius
and where Jester Creek enters the Flint River (Ref. 5). There is little
or no agricultural land located in the immediate vicinity of the site. Homes
in the area are both single and multi-family residences, including apartment

complexes.

Clayton County has long, hot summers because moist tropical air from the
Gulf of Mexico persistently covers the area.. Winters are cool and fairly
short. The warm, moist climate promotes rapid weathering of hard rock.
Consequently, in much of the area, the soils are three to six feet deep over
a thick layer of loose, disintegrated, weathered rock, which blankets the
hard bedrock underlying the County (Ref. 6). The average rainfall is
approximately 48.0 inches per year. The mean annual lake evaporation is
42.0 inches. The net precipitation for the area is 6.0 inches. And the

one-year 24-hour rainfall for the area is 3.0 inches (Ref. 6, 7).

Surface runoff from the site drains to the west into Jester Creek which is
approximately 1,000 feet away. Jester Creek, in turn, enters the Flint River

approximately 1.5 miles southwest of the site (Ref. 5).
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There are no known surface intakes within 15.0 downstream miles of the site.
However, the Flint River serves Clayton County as one of its drinking water
sources (Ref. 8). This surface water is not used for irrigation purposes.
Most of the surface waters in the area are used for fishing/recreation purposes

(Ref. 6). There are no records on file concerning contaminated surface water.

The primary water vresources for Clayton County are two surface water
plants/basins, the Little Cotton Indian Creek 1in Henry County, and Shoal
Creek and the Flint River in Clayton County (Ref. 8). Neither of these water
supplies are affected by drainage from the Chemical Leaman Tank Lines site.
However, there are also two drilled wells in the City of Jonesboro (290 and
400 feet deep) (Ref. 9). These wells are .drawing from chysta[[{ne rock
aquifers, which vary in depths because of the groundwater storage which occurs
in unconsolidated materials and other joints and fractures (Ref. 10). s

Groundwater in the area is used for drinking water (Ref. 10). The population
distribution within one-, two-, three- and four-mile radii is 1,780, 4,225,
7,687, and 12,186, respectively (Ref. 5). There were 39 wells observed within
a four-mile radius of the site. The nearest well is located within less

than 1.0 mile of the site (Ref. 5).



3.0 TARGET ANALYSIS

There are no potentially affected populations using surface water within
15.0 downstream miles of the site. There are 39 wells known to be within
a 4.0-mile radius of the site. The equivalent population of the well count
is 148. Air within the 4.0 mile radius was not monitored and full face
respirators were not needed during sampling on- or off-site. The site is
not easy accessible. The population within a one-mile radius of the site

is 1,780.



3. 0 TARGET SUMMARY

Pathways POTENTIALLY AFFECTED POPULATIONS
Surface Water NONE - (There are no known popul-
(15 miles) ations that are potentially

affected within 15 miles)

Groundwater 148

(4 miles) (39 wells x 3.8)

Air NONE

(4 miles)

On-Site Exposure NONE

(1 mile) 1 mile population = 1,780

The table above denotes populations that are potentially affected by
the various pathways. Target populations are low in the area of the site.



4.0 FIELD INVESTIGATYON -

A total of two samples were collected by Georgia EPD on May 17, 1988 to
identify possible releases from Chemical Leaman Tank Lines, Inc. A soil
composite sample (S-1) was collected from several areas on-site and a soil
background sample (S-2) off-site (Ref. 4). The soil composite sample was
collected from around the drum storage area, tanker parking area, tanker
washdown area and the concrete basins (Ref. 4). Samples on-site were collected
from depths of 2 to 6 inches, because of gravel in these areas. The soil
background sample was collected from a forested are 1.25 miles south of the
site at a depth of 1.0 foot (Ref. 4). There were no duplicate samples taken

and there were no other field measurements taken.

Surface water samples from Jester Creek were not collected because 6f four
other industries located along the creek, making identification of the source
of potential contaminants difficult. Groundwater samples were not cbllected
because wastes are not dfsposed of on-site. Wastes are either transported

off-site or discharged to the county sewer system (Ref. 2).

Following collection all samples were placed in specific containers, labeled,
bagged and placed on ice. Samples were then transported to the Georgia-EPD

Laboratory via state vehicle.

Chemical analyses by Georgia-EPD'slaboratory indicated the presence of barium,
chromium, lead, copper, nickel and zinc in both on-site and background soil
samples (see summary table). However, concentrations were not significantly
different. Volatile organic compounds were not detected in either soil sample

(Ref. 11, Appendix D).



A1l sample collection and lab analyses were conducted in accordance with

quality assurance procedures established by EPA (Ref. 12).

10



SUMMARY - LABORATORY ANALYSIS

TOTAL METALS SAMPLES
MG/KG | S-1 (Soil Composite) S-2 (Soil Background)

Silver <2 mg/kg <6 mg/kg
Arsenic <4 <20
Barium 47 66
Cadmium <1 <2
Chromium 16 N 81

Lead 16 = .. 7 17
Selenium* <5 <40
Cooper 12 32
Nickel 5 28

Zinc 59 32

11



5.0 SUMMARY

Laboratory analyses of samples collected at Chemical Leaman Tank Lines, Inc.
determined that on-site soils are void of volatile organic contamination.
Both soil samples contained barium, chromium, lead, copper, and nickel.

However, slightly higher concentrations were found in the soil background
sample. The on-site soil composite was found to have a higher concentration

of zinc than the background sample.

There is no observed affect on surface waters downslope from the facility,

as determined from records of the Clayton County Water Authority. The site

is not easily accessible.

-

A total of 39 wells were observed within a four-mile radius of the site.

Targets that may be potentially affected within a three-mile radius 3nc]uded
22 wells, serving a population of 84 peoplie. However, it is not known whether

these wells are currently being used.

Since observed releases cannot be documented and the preliminary HRS score
is less than 25.0, Georgia EPD recomrends no further remedial action be planned

for the Chemical Leaman Tank Lines s1§e.

12
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a A POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE I
o b SITE INSPECTION REPORT A M
— PART 1 - SITE LOCATION AND INSPECTION INFORMATION
1. SITE NAME AND LOCATION
U1 SITE NAME 1Leqat. common, or aescrptive name of sue: 02 STREET, ROUTE NO., OR SPECIFIC LOCATION IDENTIFIER
03CNY 04 STATE] 05 ZiP CODE 06 COUNTY 07COUN 0B CONG
CODE OIsT
ro GQ . { %3 Z!’a
09 COORDINATES ‘ 10 WYPE OF OWNERSWF {Cheack oney
T “ ONGIT A PRIVATE O B.FEDERAL ______ .STATE (1 D.COUNTY 0J E. MUNICIPAL
3% A%"10 0 '08‘)9&.[_?:57-3 0 O F.OTHER D G. UNKNOWN
1il. INSPECTION INFORMATION
01 DATE OF INSPECTION w STATUS 03 YEARS OF OPERATION
5 ,ll,gg ACTIVE 1971 |Eﬂﬁfﬂﬂ: — UNKNOWN
WONT DAY YeRR 0 INACTIVE BEGINNING YEAR ENOING YEAR .

04 AGENCY PERFORMING INSPECTION Chack shthat sooly)

O A EPA 0 8. EPACONTRACTOR D C. MUNICIPAL 3 D. MUNICIPAL CONTRACTOR
(Neme of frm) Neme of fem)

\Q E.STATE [ F. STATE CONTRACTOR 0 G. OTHER
{Name of bem} (Spacdv)

05 CHIEF INSFECTOR 08 TITLE EMUOMQ l 07 QRGANIZATION 08 TELEPHONE NO.

Gilda. A. Knowles Sﬁ;arf%ﬁ oll ms W S T
09 OTHER INSPECTORS . 10 VITLE b\wq w‘zkﬂoﬂ _ 12 TEL.EPHONE NO.

_'Bgm,cl,,)L_]_lanmrwF Specialiak | P BT

( )
13 SITE REPRESENTATIVES INTERVIEWED 14 "“'Termi ML 15ADDRESS 168 TELEPHONE NO

e Roceoe. Masca | Maoager  Chemisal Leamon ank | o 471 40

. PO Bax ] )
Jonesboro, Ga. 3033% |,

17 ACCESS GAINED BY 18 TIME OF INSPECTION 19 WEATHER CONDITIONS
1Chack one)

vt gOAM | (ear, Sunny

V. INFORMATION AVAILABLE FROM

01 CONTACT 02 OF (Agency Organvzation) 03 TELEPHONE NO.

‘ O 471-44
Mr. Roscoe. Mascon Leaman Tank Lines. Ine. 404
04 PERSON RESPONSIBLE FOR SITE INSPECTION FORM 06 ORGANIZATION 07 TELEPHONE NO. 08 DATE

Gilda A. Koewles DNR | Ed-sau  fioden ol M &

EPAFORM 2070-13(7-81)

B



SEPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITE INSPECTION REPORT
PART 2 - WASTE INFORMATION

L. IDENTIFICATION

01 STATE |02 SITE NUM%R I

Il. WASTE STATES, QUANTITIES, AND CHARACTERISTICS

01 PHYSICAL STATES iCaeck azinat apoi: 02 WASTE QUANTITY AT SITE 03 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (Cheack ax that apply)
(Measwres of waste quanides
\‘ A SOLID (€ SLURRY must be maepencent) NV A Toxe I E.SOLUBLE L 1 HIGHLY YOLATILE
B POWDER.FINES s F LIOUD YONS 11 B. CORROSIVE 1. F INFECTIOUS ! § EXPLOSIVE
. ¢ SLUDGE ) Li G. GAS i C RADIOACTIVE W G FLAMMABLE . K. AEACTIVE
- : CUBIC YARDS {2 D PERSISTENT .. H.IGNITABLE ' . L. INCOMPAYIBLE
D OTHER . M NOT APPLICABLE
iSpecayl NO. OF DRUMS Unhmwm
N. WASTE TYPE
CATEGORY SUBSTANCE NAME 01 GROSS AMQUNT {02 UNIT OF MEASURE|] 03 COMMENTS
SLU SLUDGE
oww OILY WASTE
soL SOLVENTS Unknown | linfinown | ——owH0
PSD PESTICIDES
occe OTHER ORGANIC CHEMICALS
10C INORGANIC CHEMICALS
ACD ACIDS
BAS BASES
MES HEAVY METALS uﬂhm.wﬂ._ N
IV.HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES se¢ 4 for most 1 cHed CAS Numbers)
08 MEASURE OF
01 CATEGORY | 02 SUBSTANCE NAME 03 CAS NUMBER 04 STORAGE/DISPOSAL METHOO 05 CONCENTRATION | SSMEARUEE OF
| MES ruim. | Y=l q/Kg
romiugm. lo—RI ma/Kkq
Lea il
llo ol l ’1 [T ]
C r | 1. ~.32 TR
5-aK TRl
anc.. 89— 3 0
Abova. eulastance
”
n, Solls : -
fomposice. anc Sy
roy £ 08
~t
V. FEEDSTOCKS (See Acoencu tor CAS Numbers)
CATEGORY 01 FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS NUMBER CATEGORY 01 FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS NUMBER
FDS FDS
FOS Fos
FOS FoS
FOS FosS

V1. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cre spactx rateronces. » 0. Sate 1403, 3ampie anstysrs, 1epOTS)

Georgua.-EPD Stede. files | %:2]
GADOH8337¢

c.a.L Lﬂamm\..._EULK Li.ru_s,Iac..

EPA FORM 2070-13(7-8Y)
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" POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 0‘; ‘s‘:f:‘“:;i“:‘su’:‘m
SEPA SITE INSPECTION REFORT ‘B [Bokgdanest
s PART 3 - DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS ‘
1I. HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS

01 . A. GROUNDWATER CONTAMINATION 02 (j OBSERVED (DATE: ) POTENTIAL J ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED. 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

01" B. SURFACE WATER CONTAMINATION 02 {J OBSERVED (DATE. O POTENTIAL {J ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

01 C C. CONTAMINATION OF AIR 02 (] OBSERVED{DATE: O POTENTIAL O ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

01 Z D. FIRE/EXPLOSIVE CONDITIONS 02 O OBSERVED (DATE: __ O POTENTIAL 0 ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: " 7 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

01 T €. DIRECT CONTACT 02 0] OBSERVED (DATE: O POTENTIAL O ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

01 3 F. CONTAMINATION OF SOIL 02 (0 OBSERVED (DATE: 0 POTENTIAL O ALLEGED
03 AREA POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: — O4 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

. cres} .

01 = G. DRINKING WATER CONTAMINATION 02 O OBSERVED (DATE: 1 POTENTIAL O ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: D4 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

01 C H. WORKER EXPOSURE/INJURY 02 01 OBSERVED (DATE: [ POTENTIAL ) ALLEGED
03 WORKERS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Qt (21 POPULATION EXPOSURE/INJURY 02 03 OBSERVED (DATE: {3 POTENTIAL 3 ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

EPAFORM 2070-13(7-81}



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE

‘?’EPA SITE INSPECTION REPORT

PART 3 - DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS

L IDENTIFICATION

01 SIATE 02 SITE NUMBER - E

il. MAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS icontrvea

01 _. J DAMAGE TO FLORA 02 (T OBSERVED (DATE:
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

N/a

3 POTENTIAL

O3 ALLEGED

01 2. K. OAMAGE TO FAUNA 02 O OBSERVED {DATE:
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION inciuge nunersi of species)

N/A

O POTENTIAL

L ALLEGED

01 T L. CONTAMINATION OF FOODCHAIN 02 [ OBSERVED {DATE.

04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

N/A

O POTENTIAL .

U ALLEGED

01 & M. UNSTABLE CONTAINMENT OF WASTES 02 {0 OBSERVED (DATE:
1SpHE Runc!l S1angng kueds. Leshng drarns)

03 POPULATION POTENTIALLYAFFECTED: . 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

O POTENTIAL

C ALLEGED

01 = N. DAMAGE TO OFFSITE PROPERTY 02 (1 OBSERVED (DATE:
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

N/A

O POTENTIAL

C ALLEGED

01 = Q. CONTAMINATION OF SEWERS. STORM DRAINS. WWTPs 02 {3 OBSERVED (DATE:
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

N/A

- - d

O POTENTIAL

o ALLEGED

01 = P. LLEGAL/UNAUTHORIZED DUMPING 025 OBSERVED (DATE:

04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION °

N/A

O POTENTIAL

L. ALLEGED

0S5 DESCRIPTION OF ANY OTHER KNOWN, POTENTIAL, OR ALLEGED HAZARDS

N/A

ill. TOTAL POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: WM 3

V. COMMENTS

"‘L;:; : 586_\

Mone

V. SOURCES OF INFORMATION icre SDOCHC raifIances ¢ Q. SI3e ES. I3MOW INlys, reports,

Georauo-- EPD State Tla s , Chamcol leaman Tank Live, Tne.,
Jonaehoro, Ga..
GAD LB 3¢

EPAFOHMZ2070-13(7-81,
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POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE

SITE INSPECTION

PART 4 - PERMIT AND DESCRIPTIVE INFORMATION

I. IDENTIFICATION

0

1

STATE

Do, 89470 4

il. PERMIT INFORMATION

01 TYPE OF PERMIT ISSUED
1CARCA 21 NS 2DPIps

{Z A NPDES

02 PERMIT NUMBER

03 DATE ISSUED | 04 EXPIRATION DATE | 05 COMMENTS

'8 UIC

T C. AR

Z D. RCRA

T E RCRAINTERIM STATUS

Z F. SPCCPLAN

T G. STATE specr,-

GH. LOCAL ., .

1. OTHER spect, - . .

J. NONE

. SITE DESCRIPTION

01 STORAGE/DISPOSAL. 1Check st 1hst apphy} 02 AMOUNT

G A. SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT

03 UNIT OF MEASURE

04 TREATMENT (Chack ot that apply)

O A.INCENERATION

C B.PILES

O C. DRUMS, ABOVE GROUND

O B. UNDERGROUND INJECTION
O C:CHEMICAL/PHYSICAL

= D. TANK, ABOVE GROUND

O D. BIOLOGICAL

O E. TANK, BELOW GROUNB

D) E. WASTE OlL PROCESSING

O F. LANDFILL.

£ F. SOLVENT RECOVERY

1 G. LANDFARM

O H.OPEN DUMP

0 G. OTHER RECYCLING/RECOVERY
O H. OTHER

~N omerJNGROOND

o7 commenTs

N/A

1T

{Specdy)

N/A

05 OTHER

NG A. BUILDINGS ON SITE

SNl

06 AREA OF SITE

1.4

{Acres}

IV. CONTAINMENT

01 CONTAINMENT OF WASTES /Creck one)
O A. ADEQUATE, SECURE

\m B. MODERATE

(J C. INADEQUATE, POOR

O 0. INSECURE, UNSOUND, DANGEROUS

02 DESCRIPTION OF DAUMS, DIKING, LINERS, BARRIERS, ETC.

02 COMMENTS

The. facidiby | ught-foot fence.
Hoabwoirrnd-Jomd b ot Keioby otz et Mgt
areas ,

VI. SOURCES OF INFORMA TION (Cre specic raterences. « g Sfare ties. sample analyss. 1eoos}

Georgia.~ EPD Stade. Files |

mea.n._k-mk Luze.s :D.c.,

GAD 0%8%74*

EPAFOAM 2070-13{7-61)

B-5



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE . IDENTIFICATION

o~ A 01 STAIE]GZ ST ER
Ny’ SITE INSPECTION REPORT &:&
" PART 5- WATER, DEMOGRAPHIC, AND ENVIRONMENTAL DATA _ﬁ_&_

Il. DRINKING WATER SUPPLY

01 TYPE OF DRINKING SUPPLY 02 STATUS 03 DISTANCE TO SITE
ICheck 88 BppiCabie)
RFACE \Eg_ ENDANGERED  AFFECTED  MONITORED
COMMUNITY A B Na n) 8.0 c.a A ._.—>_\§Q___¢ma)
NON-COMMUNITY c.0 0.0 [P £0 £.0O B. {rmd)

. GROUNDWATER

01 GROUNDWATER USE IN VICINITY (Check ons)

0 A. ONLY SOURCE FOR DRINKING \0 8. DRNKING 0 C. COMMERCIAL, INDUSTRIAL, IRRIGATION [J D NOT USED, UNUSEABLE
Other sources svedatie} {Limatag 0iher 10urc o3 avavable)

COMMERCIAL INDUSTRIAL, IRRIGATION
{NO Olher walsl SOUrc o3 avasebie)

02 POPULATION SERVED BY GROUND WATER _LLD.k.DOI.DfL_ ) 03 DISTANCE TO NEAREST DRINKING WATER WELL < l ’ Q (mi)

04 DEPTH TO GROUNOWATER 03 DIRECTION OF GROUNDWATER FLOW 06 DEPTH TO AQUIFER 07 POTENTIAL YIELD 08 SOLE SOURCE AQUIFER

OF CONCERN OF AQUWER
4JQQ__._m, uﬂ.&BDJL_ 410D Unkmmn.«gpa) 0 ves @ vo

l

(]} DESCRIPTIONQF WELLS itncaning useage. depth. and iocetion relates 1o pORUION and buikdings)

o ar ange. from. La._ssﬁza.a. 1oo+400 feat . Tho
U:b‘ cFm—'JBne.sboev?o-sroHur source. of d & thoir wall

stem.. Ona. auell. 1s ABOFE deop and Hhe seco wa.u__ts Yo feat dhop

1one HARGE AREA 11 DISCHARGE AREA
YES COMMENTS 0O YES | COMMENTS

O NO l“ anNO l[ ';

IV. SURFACE WATER

01 SURFACE WATER USE (Check one}

A. RESERVOIR, RECREATION O 8. IRRIGATION, ECONOMICALLY (3 C. COMMERCIAL, INDUSTRIAL 0 D. NOT CURRENTLY USED
DRINKING WATER SOURCE MPORTANT RESOURCES
02 AFFECTED‘POTENTIALLY AFFECTED BODIES OF WAT_§R . . . .
NAME: AFFECTED DISTANCE TO SITE
{rni)
(i)
V. DEMOGRAPHIC AND PROPERTY INFORMATION
01 TOTAL POPULATION WITHIN 02 DISTANCE TO NEAREST POPULATION
ONE (1) MILE OF SITE TWO (2) MILES OF SITE THREE (3] MILES OF SITE
T o 4335 o ek <&of
O OF PERSONS 0 OF PERSONS OF PERSONS
03 NUMBER OF BUILDINGS WITHIN TWO (2) MILES OF SITE 04 DISTANCE TO NEAREST QOFF-SITE BUILDING
05 POPULATION WITHIN VICINITY OF SITE 1Provce of nature of Wi Ry Of $10. @ @ . 1), viage. BeNSely DODUINET WD Sreal

aleos

M%ﬁ%wmwpw and- industralized

EPAFORAM 2070-13 (7-81)



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 1. IDENTIFICATION

< EPA SITE INSPECTION REPORT GrSTATE B s'f!ﬁ'ﬁegt% " %
N4 PART 5 - WATER, DEMOGRAPHIC, AND ENVIRONMENTAL DATA LGA—

VI. ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION

01 PERMEABILITY OF UNSATURATED ZONE ICheck one)
2 A.10-6 - 10-8 crsec M B.10-4-10-6¢cnvsec [JC. 104 - 10-3¢cm/sec {_ D. GREATER THAN 10~ 3cm/sec

02 PERMEABILITY OF BEDROCK :Check onet
3 A. IMPERMEABLE ] B.RELATIVELY IMPERMEASBLE C. RELATIVELY PERMEABLE L, D. VERY PERMEABLE

iLess han 10~ 8 em sec) (10=4 - 10" 6 cm'sec) (10°¢ - 164 cm sec) (Groaiernan 102 ¢m sec)

03 DEPTH TO BEDROCK 04 DEPTH OF CONTAMINATED SOIL ZONE 05 O pH
Tha are no woste dis

_ﬁQ_'_Q_____m) & on=- Mﬂﬂ

06 NET PRECIPITATION 07 ONE YEAR 24 HOUR RAINFALL 08 SLOPE
SITE SLOPE DIRECTION OF SITE SLOPE ;, TERRAIN AVERAGE SLOPE

(a:O on) . 3'0 @) - ' I i %

09 FLOQD POTENTIAL 10 i
n {] SJTE 1S ON BARRIER ISLAND, COASTAL HIGH HAZARD AREA, RIVERINE FLOODWAY
SITEASIN . YEAR FLOODPLAIN
11 DISTANCE TO WETLANDS 15 scre mwwnum) 12 DISTANCE TO CRITICAL HABITAT (¢ encangered specres)
. . .

b4
AT () B. _lgl__ (mi) REDSPECIES:

ESTUARINE OTHER Mﬁ %Lﬁm.l_ L
mEND?_AN% WA‘S .S

13 LAND USE iN VICINITY
DISTANCE TO: ;
AESIDENTIAL AREAS; NATIONAL/STATE PARKS, AGRICULTURAL LANDS,
COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL FORESTS, OR WILDLIFE RESERVES PRIME AG LAND AG LAND

l

14 DESCRIPTION OF SITE IN RELATION TO SURROUNDING TOPOGRAPHY

"ﬁm_{:a.c.n.h:b{c.s uﬁbswroun.cl.n.d.by easthLghareluaﬁom

The. surro areo. (s uzdu.s walized. and. hg_a_uLLY
populated . 7

- VII SOUHCES OF |NFORMAT'ON (CHE Spacc rolerences, o g . 5Iale (a3, sampnie snalysis. 1eporis)

Geordua_—EFD Shake. Flas | %J_WL Laoman Tanle Linas,Tne
o
GADO%?HB’YU{'

EPAFOAM 2070-13(7-81}



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE . IDENTIFICATION

<, A 01 STATE]C2 SITE NUMBER
WEPH SITE INSPECTION REPORT GA DL E

PART 6 - SAMPLE AND FIELD INFORMATION

Il. SAMPLES TAKEN

01 NUMBER OF 02 SAMPLES SENT TO 03 ESTIMATED DATE
SAMPLE TYPE SAMPLES TAKEN RESULTS AVAILABLE

GROUNDWATER

SURFACE WATER

WASTE

AR

RUNQFF

SPILL . . . o 1S U

soiL ol &QCQ.Q.:EED_JQM ,/ e=9-28

VEGETATION

OTHER

. FIELD MEASUREMENTS TAKEN . .-

0% TYPE 02 COMMENTS

N /A

IV. PHOTOGRAPHS AND MAPS

01 TYPE 3 GROUND {J AERIAL ’V/"c\~ 02 N CUSTODY OF

INome of orQanizaton or naivdual}

03 MAPS 04 LOCATION OF MAPS
™NE YES - y -
0O NO

V. OTHER FIELD DATA COLLECTED rPromoe narrarve sescrpton:

N/A

V1. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cute spectic reterances # g . state ives samore anatysss. repons)
Georaian- EPD Stoke Flas § Chamical Leaman Tk s 1 Toc |
Jbnashore, Ga. .
&L AR 3¢

EPAFCHM 207013 (7-81;

B-8



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE

1. IDENTIFICATION

24 TZQA SITE INSPECTION REPORT "aA ROH.243 74
PART 7 - OWNER INFORMATION
tl. CURRENT OWNER(S) PARENT COMPANY .. covucabie;
21 NapE . 02 D+ 8 NUMBENR 0B NAME 09 D+ 8 NUMBER
03 STREE) ADDRESS (P O 8oxr RFU . clc } 04 SICCODE 10 STREET ADORESS (P O Bos. AFD 8, eic) 11 S1C CODE
vCJ o
Ob CiTw JO8 STATEJO7 ZIP CODE 12Ty 135TATE|[14 2IP CODE
PA |4353
01 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER Ob NAME 09 0 + B NUMBER
03 STREET ADDRESS (P O Bos. HFD * eic) 04 SIC COOE 10 STREET ADORESS (P O Box. AFD #. #ic ) 1181IC COGE
05 CITY 06 STATE{07 2IP CODE 12 CiTY 13 STATE[ 14 2IP CODE
Ot NAME 02 D+8 NUMBER 08 NAME 09 D+ B NUMBER
03 STREET ADDRESS 1P 0. Bos ARFD», eic ) 04 SIC CODE 10 STREET ADD.RESS {P.O. Box. RFD #_ #tc.} n SKIC CODE
05 CITY 08 STATE]07 2iIP CODE _ 12 CITY - 13STATE[14 znp.cooe
Ot NAME 02 D+ B NUMBER 08 NAME 05 0+8 NUMBER
QI STREET ADDRESS P O Bos RFDI#. etc.) 04 SIC CODE 10 STREET ADDRESS (P O 80x. RFD #._ gic) - 1 1 SIC CODE
QS CITY 06 STATE]07 21P CODE 12 CITY 13 STATE| 14 2P CODE
il. PREVIOUS OWNER(S) 1.1 mast recent sty IV. REALTY OWNER(S) v apoacatse. kst most racent tosny
O\\ NAME 02 D+B NUMBER 01 NAME 02 0+8 NUMBER
/i
-E:'.—s%{{ ﬁoﬂessm 0. Baz, AFD +, eic ) . - 04 SIC CQDE 03 SYIXZT A_ADDaESS 1P.O Box, RED#_ eic.) 04 SIC COOE
05 CITY 08 STATE] 07 ZiP CODE 05 CITY 08 STATE] 07 ZIP CODE
01 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER 01 NAME 02 D+BNUMBER
03 STREET ADORESS 1P O Bos. RFO#. sic.) 04 SIC CODE 03 STREET ADORESS (# O 802, RFD #_eic.) 04 SIC CODE
os CIty 06 STATE|O7 2P CODE 05 CITy, 08 STATEjO7 ZWP CODE
01 NAME 02 D+ B NUMBER 01 NAME D2 D+ B NUMBER
03 STREET ADORESS (# O 601, REQ #. et} 04 SIC CODE Q3 STREET ADORESS 1P O Box, AFD e ek ) 04 SIC CODE
O5CITY O6STATE| O7 2P CODE 05 CITy 06 STATE}O7 2iP CODE

V. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cae specix rarerences. e 9 . state laes samole ansiysis. repors)

ro,Sa. .,

GAJO%QQ.B’?@‘-I-

Georglo~ EPD Sinte Fidas | Chamuieol laaman Tank Blinns, The..

EPAFORM 2070-13 (7-61)

B-9



ZEPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE

SITE INSPECTION REPORT
PART 8 - OPERATOR INFORMATION

LIDENTIFICATION

0L STATE

02 SITE NUMUE R

1. CURRENT OPERATOR :Piovcre # vterent 1rom cwner

OPERATOR'S PARENT COMPANY (7 sopucavie

[

01 NAME | 02 D +8 NUMBER 10 NAME 11 D+ 6 NUMBER
03 STREET ADDRESS 1P O. Boa. RFD#, #1c ) 04 SIC CODE 12 STREET ADDRESS (P.0. Bor. AFD ¢. ofc.1 13 SICCODE

05 CITY

|\ Jongs horo e,

07 ZIP CODE

0¥

14 CITY

15 STATE |16 2iIP CODE .

08 YEARS OF OPERATION 09 NAME OF OWNER

[T

Sama_As Curre it Quyors,

IN. PREVIOUS OPERATOR(S) iL:si mast recent frst. prowde anty # chiterent Irom owner)

PREVIOUS OPERATORS’ PARENT COMPANIES ( sooscavier

01 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER 10 NAME 11 D+BNUMBER
: N/

03 STREET ADDRESS (P 0. 8ox. RFD », etc ) 04 SIC CODE 12 STREéDORESS (P.O. Box. RFD #, sic.) 13 SiC CODE

05 QITY 08 STATE |07 21P CODE 14 CITY 15 STATE) 16 ZIP CODE

08 YEARS OF OPERATION |09 NAME OF OWNER DURING THISPERIOD * - :

01 NAME 02 D+ B8 NUMBER 10 NAME 11.0+B NUMBER

03 STREET ADDRESS (P.0. Bos, RFD #. e1c.) 04 SIC CODE 12 STREET ADDRESS (P 0. Bos, RFD #, stc.} 13 SiIC CODE

os Ity 06 STATE {07 2IP CODE 14 CITY 1S STATE]|t6 2W CODE

08 YEARS OF OPERATION | 09 NAME OF OWNER DURING THIS PERIOD

01 NAME 020+8 NUMeEn 10 NAME 11 D+ B NUMBER
. . ) - e . . .

03 STREET ADDRESS (P 0. 80x. AFD #. st} . 04 SIC CODE 12 STREET ADDRESS (P.0. Box. AFO #, eic.) 13 SiC CODE

05 CITY 08 STATE |07 ZIP CODE 14CITY 15 STATE] 16 2IP CODE

08 YEARS OF OPERATION ] 09 NAME OF OWNER DURING THIS PERICD

1V. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cue spacic reterences. 8.g.. stare thed. sample snsiyss, repors)

Joresboro , o,
GADOH-RA3 Tt

Georaio--EPD Shote Fles § Chamical. leaman Tank Lunes, The .

EPAFOAM 2070-13 (7-81)

B-IO



EPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITE INSPECTION REPORT
PART 9 - GENERATORI/ITRANSPORTER INFORMATION

I. IDENTIFICATION

01 gTAYElOZ Sl’li NWE{H E

N. ON-SITE GENERATOR

01 NAME 02 0+B NUMBER
N/A
03 STREET ADDRESS (P O. Bos, RFD ». sic.t 04 SIC COOE
05 CITY 068 STATE{O7 Z;P CODE»
Ilt. OFF-SITE GENERATOR(S)
01 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER 01 NAME 02 0+ B NUMBER
N/A
OJ STREET ADDRESS /P O Bos, RFD #, stc ) _ 04 SIC CODE 03 STREET ADDRESS (P.0 Box, RFO#. eic) . 04 SIC CODE
o5 QaTy 08 STATE{OT 2IP CODE os Ity 06 STATE{ 07 ZiP CODE
01 NAME 02 D+8 NUMBER 01 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER
03 STREET ADORESS (P.0. Box, RFD.'_' m:; B OQA-SJCCCO?EA 03 Sl’ﬁE/ETADDR;SS (P 0. Bor, RFD ¢_ etc.) c .04 SIC CODE
08 CITY J06 STATE{O7 2P CODE o5 Ity 06 STATE 0{ ZIP CODE
IV. TRANSPORTER(S) -
01 NAME 02 D+BNUMBER 0t NAME 02 D+BNUMBER
N /A
03 STREET ADDRESS (£.0. Box. AFD 4, eic.) 04 SIC CODE 03 STREET ADDRES$ {P.0. Box, RFD#. #ic.) 04 SICCOO0E
05 CITY 08 STATE[O7 Z¥ COO.G 05 CITY 06 STATE} O7 2IP CODE
01 NAME . ‘ -~ - 102 D+§WMBER *2} NAME . 02 D+ B NUMBER
03 STREET ADORESS (p.0 8oz, RFD ». #ic.) : 04 SIC CODE 03 STREET ADDRESS (P O Bow. RFD ¢, eic.} 04 SIC CODE
[sl-3e12 4 106 STATE| O7 2P CODE os City 06 STATE| 07 2w CODE

V. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cas spechc relesences. o.9.. siste fing, sample anatyss, repors)

Eeorda - EPD State Flas |

» Chamucal,
Joregheoro , Ga

ezADo%zqs'Iu{-

Lanna.n_Tank Linas Tac

EPAFORM 2070-13(7-81)

B-1



L2l

EPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITE INSPECTION REPORT
PART 10 - PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES

1. IDENTIFICATION

01 STATE Q2 SITE

tR

Il. PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES

04 DESCRIPTION

01 . A. WATER SUPPLY CLOSED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION /Y/A

01 C, 8. TEMPORARY WATER SUPPLY PROVIDED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY

04 DESCRIPTION &

01 L] C. PERMANENT WATER SUPPLY PROVIDED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY

04 DESCRIPTION

01 O D. SPILLED MATERIAL REMOVED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY

04 CESCRIPTION L

01 O E. CONTAMINATED SOIL REMOVED O2DATE_____ 03 AGENCY

04 DESCRIPTION

01 O F. WASTE REPACKAGED O2DATE______ - 03AGENCY ’
04 DESCRIPTION i ] .
01 [ G. WASTE DISPOSED ELSEWHERE 02 DATE —  OD3AGENCY

04 DESCRIPTION ,‘
01 T H. ON SITE BURIAL 02 DATE 03 AGENCY

04 DESCRIPTION

01 O 1. IN SITU CHEMICAL TREATMENT 02 DATE 03 AGENCY

04 DESCRIPTION

01 O J. IN SITU BIOLOGICAL TREATMENT 02 DATE 03 AGENCY

04 DESCRIPTION

01 T K. IN SITU PHYSICAL TREATMENT _ 02 DATE 03 AGENCY

04 DESCRIPTION

01 C L. ENCAPSULATION 02 DATE 03 AGENCY

04 DESCRIPTION /

01 0 M. EMERGENCY WASTE TREATMENT O2DATE ______ 03 AGENCY

04 DESCRIPTION .

01 G N. CUTOFF WALLS 02 DATE 03 AGENCY

04 DESCRIPTION

01 C! O. EMERGENCY DIKING/SURFACE WATER DIVERSION 02 DATE 03 AGENCY

04 DESCRIPTION

01 . P. CUTOFF TRENCHES/SUMP 02 DATE 03 AGENCY

04 DESCRIPTION

01 (. Q. SUBSURFACE CUTOFF WALL g O2DATE ____ _ 03 AGENCY

EPAFORM 2070-13(7-81)

Bl



SEPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITEINSPECTION REPORT
PART 10 - PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES

I IDENTIFICATION

01 STATE

G2 SITE NUMBEH [

I PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES iconmueas

04 DESCRIPTION

01 .. A BARRIER WALLS CONSTRUCTED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION N /A

01 T 8. CAPPING'COVERING . 02 DATE 03 AGENCY

04 DESCRIPTION \

01 C T. BULK TANKAGE REPAIRED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY

04 DESCRIPTION

01 5 U GROUT CURTAIN CONSTRUGTED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY

04 DESCRIPTION . . ... _. . ._ \ S R

01 3 V. BOTTOM SEALED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY

04 DESCRIPTION

01 [0 W. GAS CONTROL 02 DATE . 03 AGENCY

04 DESCRIPTION - -
01 O X. FIRE CONTROL 02 DATE 03 AGENCY

04 DESCRIPTION .
01 O Y. LEACHATE TREATMENT 02 DATE 03 AGENCY

04 DESCRIPTION

01 O Z. AREA EVACUATED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY

04 DESCRIPTION

01 {1 1. ACCESS TO SITE RESTRICTED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY

04 DESCRIPTION

01 [ 2. POPULATION RELOCATED . 02 DATE 03 AGENCY

04 DESCRIPTION

01 O 3. OTHER REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES 02 DATE 03 AGENCY

it SOURCES OF lNFORMATION (Caa sDRCHNC refaiences. 8 () . stare (s, sampie andlysis. reports)

Abo%sqa %tf

ngua-E’D Shote. Files Om.m.mo.l_ Laama.n.ka_the,sJ}\.c,

EPA FORM 2070-13(7-81;



- POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
o EPA SITE INSPECTION REPORT
" PART 11 -ENFORCEMENT INFORMATICN

{. IDENTIFICATION

01 STATE

if. ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION

01 PAST REGULATORY ENFORCEMENT ACTION L! YES XJO

02 DESCRIPTION OF FEDERAL. STATE. LOCAL REGULATORY/ENFORCEMENT ACTION

N/A

. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cae soecuc rererences. o g . state toes, samose snaysss, teposts)

Jonasbors, Ga..
GAD 04893 T4

Geag'm;—E{’D Siakte. Fles) Charmical- leaman Tank Leres The ,

EPAFORM 2070-13 (7-81)

B4



APPENDIX C



HRS RECOMMENDATIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

Laboratory analyses of samples collected at Chemical Leaman Tank Lines, inc.
determined that on-site soils are void of volatile organic contamination.
Both soil samples contained barium, chromium, lead, copper, and nickel.
However, slightly higher concentrations were found in the soil background
sample. The on-site soil composite was found to have a higher concentration
of zinc than the background sample.

There is no observed affect on surface waters downslope from the facility,
as determined from records of the Clayton County Water Authority. The site
is not easily accessible.

A total of 39 wells were observed within a four-mile radius of the site.
Targets that may be potentially affected within a three-mile radius included
22 wells, serving a population of 84 people. However, it is not known whether
these wells are currently being used.

Since observed releases cannot be documented and the preliminary HRS score
is 4.08, Georgia EPD recommends no further remedial action be planned for
the Chemical Leaman Tank Lines site.



RCRA STATUS PAGE

Chemical Leaman Tank Lines, Inc. is classified as a small quantity generator.

C=L



EPA Region: I

Person(s) in charge of the facility:

leaman. Bl fjn&s.ln.c..

PO 1

Name of Reviewer: GIM_AM%_ Date: Mlﬂ&g_

General description of the facility:
(For sxample: landfill, surface impoundment, pile, container; types of hazardous substances; location of the
facility; contamination route of major concerm; types of information needsd for rating; agency action, etc.)

S S 4081590 oSS 2455 S
Sre *NOT SCORED

Soc=0:00 .

FIGURE 1
HRS COVER SHEET



Ground Water Route Work Sheet

57,330

, Assigned Vaiue Multi- Max. Ref.
Rating Factor (Circle One) plier Score Score | (Section)
[ observed Retease @ 45 1 O 45 3.1
If observed release is given a score of 45, proceed to line E
If observed release is given a score of 0, proceed to line [}}
@ Route Characteristics 3.2
T to 15D ~T—<=Depth to Aquifer of o2 3 2 A 6
Concern
’ et Precipitation 01 3 1 & , 3
GO« Permeability of the 0o 1 8 3 1 &_ 3
Sas { Unsaturated Zone
Y loam Physical State 0 1 2@ 1 3 3
LLQ.“"'d' Total Route Characteristics Score C’ 15
eanlad. — B containment o(M2 3 I I 33
L seund
cond uzon [4 waste Characteristics 3.4
. Toxicity/Persistence 0 6 912 15 1 / 8 18
L- ~\d.,chrom: azardous Waste 0(D234as586 78 1 [ 8
C P" Quantity
unknown.}
aseumad. a.
VQ_LM.A_ DP'_L Total Waste Characteristics Score ’q 26
@ Targets 3.5
g m = Ground Water Use o 1 @ 3 3 Zg 9
Eotu"w naﬁ... Distance to Nearest } 3 @ & awo 1 / b 40
(- 3% ell/ Population .
%Served pu 24 32 35 40
2,000 £t ~— o :
lL.o mda..‘-,
161- 1,000 .
P° ~ otal Targets Score d&‘ 49
@ it line m is 45, multiply m b3 m x E’
If line iso, mutiply 2] x 3 x [4 x & %7

Divide line by 57,330 and multiply by 100

Sgw= [Dn.S_(p

FIGURE 2

GROUND WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET



Surface Water Routes Work Sheet

Assigned Value Muiti- Max. Ref.
Rating Factor {Circte One) plier Score Score | (Section)
Observed Release @ 45 1 O 45 4.1
It observed release is given a value of 45, proceed to line E
If observed release is given a value of 0, proceed to tine E]
3 @ Route Characteristics I 4.2
-t~ Faculity Slope and Intervening 0 2 3 1 3
5 ° Terrain @
3.0 inchas—f—— 1-yr. 24-hr. Raintall 0 183 R~ S
Distance to Nearest Surface 01 3 2 8
1000 Feek. —f—e=—Water +
+o 1,0 milg _/ Physical State 01 2Q) 1 3 3
L“Q.u‘"d" - Total Route Characteristics Séore l O 15
v ! 'y :
mzh j —1 3] containment 0@ 2 3 1 , 3 4.3
nok
wro«:ﬁlu&:‘bj [4] waste Characteristics 4.4
ﬂ"?n;‘- SION oxicity/ Persistence 0 3 6 912 15 1 / 18
Wro o~ Hazardous Waste ) @2 345678 1 8
; uantity
Qﬂ,drwum;—
,COPPLI'
AL UL
ulknbuan.-! Total Waste Characteristics Score /q 28
(alua. o~ | {
@ Targets 4.5
Dl‘l.h.k.l}\-s —fm——_Burface Water Use o 1 2 @ 3 9
e r DIEstaince to a Sensitive (o 1 2 6
. nvironmen
z" ‘aos m‘_,'e———— P::op::\l’a(iunI Ster:edIDlstance @ 16 8 10 1 o 40
mla - 0 Water Intake 1 20
' ) Downstream 40
hore. are.
© K"wn" Total Targets Score 9 55
e 3 mdas
~3 l"'\l-l.ﬂ.—sj [B] it 1ine [1] is 45, muttiply x [@ x [8
if line [T] is 0, multiply Ex0Bx0AxE I)7IO 64,350

Divide line [§] by 64,350 and multiply by 100

w65

FIGURE 7

SURFACE WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET



Air Route Work Sheet

NOT SCORED

Assigned Value Multi- Max. Ref.
Rating Factor (Circle One) plier Score Score | (Section)
E Observed Release 0 45 1 ’ 45 5.1
Date and Location:
Sampling Protocol:
t ine [1] is 0, the S, = 0. Enter on line [5].
if tine [1] is 45, then proceed to line [2].
@ Waste Characteristics 5.2
Reactivity and 0t 2 3 1 3
Incompatibility
Toxicity 01t 2 3. - 9
Hazardous Waste 012347586 78 1 8
Quantity
Total Waste Characteristics Score 20
E] Targets 53
Population Within } 0 91215 18 1 30
4-Mile Radius 21 24 27 30
Distance to Sensitive 01 2 3 2 6
Environment
Land Use 012 3 1 3
Total Targets Score 39
E Muitipty E] X @ x 35,100
(B opivide tine [3] by 35,100 and multiply by 100 Sa =

FIGURE 9

AIR ROUTE WORK SHEET

O =(n



s s2
Groundwater Route Score (Sqy) Y 43,03
Surface Water Route Score (Sgw) &. b5 7.0
Air Route Score (Sa) 5coRf_D
TR 7 s0.05
T T //////// 7.07

Vis2, +s?

4.08

FIGURE 10
WORKSHEET FOR COMPUTING Sy,




Fire and Explosion Work Sheet  N(JT™ &oRED
Assigned Value Multi- Max. Ref.
Rating Factor (Circle One) plier Score Score | (Section)
El Containment 1 3 1 3 7.1
E Waste Characteristics 7.2
Direct Evidence 0 3 1 3
Ignitability 0123 1 3
Reactivity 0t 223 1 3
incompatibility 01t 23 1 3
Hazardous Waste 01 23 456 7 8 1 8
Quantity
Total Waste Characteristics Score 20 _—
EI Targets 7.3
Distance to Nearest 01 23 405 1 5 :
Population -
Distance to Nearest 01t 2 3 1 3
Building
Distance to Sensitive 012 3 1 3
Environment
Land Use ot 2 3 1 3
Population Within 01t 2 3 405 1 5
2-Mile Radius
Buildings Within 0123 45 1 5
2-Mile Radius
Total Targets Score 24
o Multiply x [2] x 1,440
(8 oivide line [4] by 1.440 and multiply by 100 SFg =
FIGURE 11

FIRE AND EXPLOSION WORK SHEET

-2



Direct Contact Work Sheet

Assigned Value Muiti- Max. Ref.
Rating Factor (Circle One) plier Score Score | (Section)
El Observed Incident @ 45 1 O 45 8.1
it line is 45, proceed to line [4]
if line [1] is 0, proceed to line [Z]
Fence and @ accessibitity @1 2 3 1 3 8.2
heay forest O
are.a.
, | B containment @ 15 1 (‘ )| 1 8.3
So;E: 2 Waste Characteristics
m Toxicity 01 2@ 5 /5 15 8.4
Population Within a 01 203)4 s s Q. o :
,7 80 1-Mile Radius
') Distance to a @1 2 3 4 O 12
Critical Habitat .
No — .
. n
' 'Bu.nhY
Total Targets Score I& 32
[€] i tine (3] is 45 muitipiy 1] x [@ x [5]
0,0 21,600

itiine [1] iso, mutipty 2] x 3] x @ x [&

[ owide tine by 21,600 and multiply by 100

-0, 00

FIGURE 12

DIRECT CONTACT WORK SHEET

r_Q



DOCUMENTATION RECORDS
FOR
HAZARD RANKING SYSTEM

INSTRUCTIONS: As briefly as possible summarize the information you used to
assign the score for each factor (e.g., "Waste quantity = 4,230 drums plus
800 cubic yards of sludges"). The source of information should be provided
for each entry and should be a bibliographic-type reference. Include the
location of the document.

FACILITY NakE: Chemical lenmaa Tank Lines,Inc

LOCATION: | s PO. !
DATE SCORED: June. A7, 1988
pErsoN scortne: Gilda A. Knowle g .

PRIMARY SOURCE(S) OF INFORMATION (e.g., EPA region, state, FIT, etc.):
Georga- EFD State Fles, Chamical leaman Tank Lings Tne.
%M.O) w
GADML893 764

FACTORS NOT SCORED DUE TO INSUFFICIENT INFORMATION:

Alr Route. ,
Fre and_ E5<f1£n&11:r1,

COMMENTS OR QUALIFICATIONS:
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GROUND WATER ROUTE

1. OBSERVED RELEASE None. .

Contaminants detected (5 maximum):
Rationale for attributing the contaminants to the facility:

2. ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS

Depth to Aquifer of Concern — AS%(SMA, \hfuﬂ_-'-’- 1

Name/description of aquifer(s) of concern:
The ﬁhQLLEﬁhr of ¢ ' ' X
_concern. n aceq. a-Crystalline. rack
aguiter . , which, ie not ﬁaﬂ-’{ ex‘ﬁ,mg. Ground=water
Shorage occurs in Lm.conjigdﬂ'n.d- m.adée_na.)_ owrlywng +ha.
Crye£11LLan.racj< and. W | ;+;12<3+FFF¢43,<1nL1 obhar o
opanIIS uurock.beplhaf-‘-ag_wfer of concarn. 100 -C%C-’)d

Depth(s) from the ground surface to the highest seasonal level of the
saturated zone [water table(s)] of the aquifer of concern:

Tha- dapth. from_ the. around- surfice bn the. huhask seasonal
from. Q to 24 feet.

(Ref. 3
Depth from the ground surface to the Tlowest point of waste
disposal/storage:
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Net Precipitation - Asslsn_p_d‘ VLLLLLO_ =l

Mean Annual or seasonal precipitation (list months for seasonal):

Tha. mean. annual- precipdation. for the acea.' @ 44,0 incheg
(Ref. 3D,

Mean annual lake or seasonal evaporation (list months for seasonal):

The. mean. annual. laka e_uapora:lz;:n_ w 42.0 inchas .
(Ref. 5.

Net precipitation (subtract the above figures):

The. rgk precipdntzon. for the. areo. '@ (a0 inches
(Ref. 5).
Permeability of Unsaturated Zone —AESLQQQ_L‘L Value. = ol

Soil type in unsaturated zone: ,
‘Thn_e,a_Lﬁ{Pg,m, the unsabrurated. zene e a-?oédzzbsg,d,{
loam_ , bto 10 % s‘q:n,e;.

(Ref. 3)

Permeability as_sociated with soil type:

T permaobiity asecdiobed. uidh tha aforemarddnad sal
B—nydr"o - STo) Sc,n_/s;c. .fu.sh.mh. ® the approxmate. range.
(Ref. 57 .

Physical State - Aasyqnad. \lalue_ =3

Physical state of substances at time of disposal (or at present time
for generated gases):

The. @L%&Wa&@&d]wal
unsmugw.d. (Raf ),

3
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3.

CONTAINMENT

Containment Asgsn_a_d_, VQL..ML:: ‘
Method(s) of waste or leachate containment evaluated:

Tha method. of waste comainmnt eeludkd s (. ssund

(Ref. &)

Method with highest score:
“:*Q’H"OA( 1 with. highast ecore s containars |

Y h"g S N Eauda
WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

Toxicity and Persistence w AQSL-QPUJ.CL NUb‘L& Val.u.n_.- I%

Compound(s) evaluated: I ’
“Tha wmpo:.mds g.valudei +had: mmv%cmA n &1)‘(14_5
uvsre. lead. ,baruam | duo-nu.u.m..,copper .

CReF. T)

Compound with highest score:

The. compounds with the fughust score were all of the

above. .

Hazardous Waste Quantity ASSLQNLA— Va_j_‘_m_ = |

Total quantity of hazardous substances at the facility, excluding those
with a containment score of 0 (Give a reasonable estimate even if quantity
is above maximum): '

The tnl. quanda 'ﬁrémmvmms ad ha
i ‘g_istm.kmuan_

(Ref-. 5)

Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity:

N/A
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TARGETS

Ground Water Use-Asg..an.o_A, \bl.u.a, =a)

Use(s) of aquifer(s) of concern within a 3-mile radius of the facility:

The use o +he aquifer of concern. within o 3-mida. radius
oF tha_ £y 8 drinking water wdh aberrade. spurca
(Ref. 8D | .

Distance to the Nearest Well — A%(_Sn_a__d_. VO.LLLQ_-'-"- 3 %:IA

Location of nearest well drawing from aquifer of concern or occupied
building not served by a public water supply:

The locathione of the naacest wall cf.mu.uuzg from. tha
G-g_(.l.b“e.r of concern £ 1O muda).

(Ref. Q)

Distance to above well or building:

The. diskance. o the abow s < 1.O e -

(Ref.9) .
> Assigred Valua =

Population Served by Ground Water Wells Within a 3-Mile Radius Matrix Vlf "Ié,

Identified water-supply well(s) drawing from aquifer(s) of concern within
a 3-mile radius and populations served by each:

Pop on. drauwstng from the. aquifer of concarn .wLﬂ'u'.rL
3-mle radius @ [pl— ,00O pecpla.
(Ref. 9)

Computation of Tland area irrigated by supply well(s) drawing from
aquifer(s) of concern within a 3-mile radius, and conversion to population
(1.5 people per acre):

(Ref . 8D
No lands are. trriaaked. bY S“PFLY wlls |

Total population served by ground water within a 3-mile radius:

Th.o_‘lzsfnl. . 'msem_d..bY grow-..d.wacbv.r wdbun a
3-rmle radwis & 10— [,000 PQ_CFLL
(Ref-. 9 5
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SURFACE WATER ROUTE
1. OBSERVED RELEASE Nona_ .

Contaminants detected in surface water at the facility or downhill from
it (5 maximum):

Rationale for attributing the contaminants to the facility:

2. ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS

Facility Slope and Intervening Terrain

Average slope of facility in percent:

The. ausrage. Sloe“f"rkm%cidws 416 %4
(Ref . )

Name/description of nearest downslope surface water:

_sz:eJ('nnare.sE Jaun_eip(ae_, aurface. waker @ Joghar

(Ref. 4D

Average slope of terrain between facility and above-cited surface water
body in percent:

The auarage. sJ;:fna. £ terraun, behuaca 1454:41£i3y and. Hha.
OLD\LO..—-C)J:ecL sucface water bod{ts 3-8 %
(ReF . 3).

Is the facility located either totally or partially in surface water?
MWYLB not localed. i surfoce waler.
(Ref. Q) |
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Is the facility completely surrounded by areas of higher elevation?

The. foclity 18 nok o surroundad. by an
e mplately { areas

(Ref. @)

1-Year 24-Hour Rainfall in Inches ASSLQILQ.CL VO..LLLQ. ‘=02__
“The_ .L-Yea.r 24— hour raunfall for the area @ 3.0 inchas
(Ref. 5)

Distance to Nearest Downslope Surface Water — Ass n_a.cL VCL(.U.L

Tha dLes""a.n.m.. o the. rearcest down.s'opn— Su..f‘-Fa.c:_. wator
s 10O feet . .

(Ref. 9))

Physical State of Waste ASSLen_QA__ VO_LU-L 3 -
Tha- P‘\.\{SLLCLL stake. of tha Wasbe ' bﬂ_w_c{,

(Ref. )

CONTAINMENT

Containment Aggten_p_d, VQ.Lu.a_, = (

Method(s) of waste or leachate containment evaluated:

mlwlémwwms

and. 2ound | buk roundad
dixersion. SYsL’-em-— sur bY S}Tonﬁ

(Ref. b,

Method with highest score:

Method. lated. abova. .
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WASTE CHARACTERISTICS Aﬁéﬁ . ‘ Ma:-b'i)(
Toxicity and Persistence \lolua = [%

Compound(s) evaluated:

Lmd—)'lnfm.rn,wﬂm_r,m, Chromiuum.,

(ReF. T

Compound with highest score:

Q.
Ref. 5. , ,
Hgéardous Waste Quantity AﬁSlﬂQQCL \/Q_L_m_;.- _L

Total quantity of hazardous substances at the facility, excluding those
with a containment score of 0 (Give reasonable estimate even if quantity
is above maximum):

“The total g_umw.ﬁi:‘ of hazardous substance s ak
'Iha..‘Fo.uh:EYLS unKnown.
(Ref. B5)

Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity:

(Ref 5 . FF guamﬁiy 1S Lunknown., assuma valua
of 1.,

TARGETS

Surface Water Use A@_Sn_a_d_, VQ_LU.Q_,: 3A

Use(s) of surface water within 3 miles downstream of the hazardous
substance: .

“Tha ihuiﬁam,udn:ber t;af_b wickhun 32:}-0? danmsﬁ’ea.m.-
£, hozardous s{nnceg < mkme ma:ber,
Z;ep (0 Trdakes howavwer are gr-;ailr

3-nules from the she |
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Is there tidal influence?

Thare. ia no-hda_[_,mﬂun.n.m_ai‘.‘ﬁw..sd:e.
(Ref. Q)

Distance to a Sensitive Environment

Distance to 5-acre {(minimum) coastal wetland, if 2 miles or less:

The. distance 4o a. S-acre. crastal wetlond e Srea'iir
4han Q.0 mudas

(Ref .97

Distance to 5-acre {(minimum) fresh-water wetland, if 1 mile or less:

The. dctapca. o oo 5-acre -F;e,sh_-wai:er watland. (e
a5 mdes

(Ref. )

Distance to critical habitat of an endangered species or national wildlife
refuge, if 1 mile or less:

"ITza.re_ are no crohizal. habitats of an &Am_ae_r.e‘L ngn‘g.s
CLmrtnm Cou'&:f
(Ref. 11D

Population Served by Surface Water

Location(s) of water-supply intake(s) within 3 miles (free-flowing bodies)

or 1 mile (static water bodies) downstream of the hazardous substance
and population served by each intake:

There. are. no wnikes w«ﬁu.n_,o—a—mln_.raclu_u%
(Ref-. (DY),

1%



Computation of land area irrigated by above-cited intake(s) and convers1on
to population (1.5 people per acre):

N/A

Total population served:

Name/desc}iption of nearest of above water bodies:

N/A

Distance to above-cited intakes, measured in stream miles:

N/A

10
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AIR RWTE  NGOT SCORED

OBSERVED RELEASE

Contaminants detected:

Date and location of detection of contaminants:

Methods used to detect the contaminants: . -

Rationale for attributing the contaminants to the site:

WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

Reactivity and Incompatibility

Most reactive compound:

Most incompatible pair of compounds:

11



Toxicity

Most toxic compound:

Hazardous Waste Quantity

Total quantity of hazardous waste:

Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity:

TARGETS
Population Within 4-Mile Radius

Circle radius used, give population, and indicate how determined:

0 to 4 mi. 0 tol mi. 0 to % mi. 0 to % mi.

Distance to a Sensitive Environment

Distance to 5-acre (minimum) coastal wetland, if 2 miles or less:

Distance to 5-acre (minimum) fresh-water wetland, if 1 mile or less:

12
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Distance to critical habitat of an endangered species, if 1 mile or less:

Land Use

Distance to commercial/industrial area, if 1 mile or less:

Distance to national or state park, forest, or wildlife reserve, if 2
miles or less:

-
-

Distance to residential area, if 2 miles or less:

Distance to agricultural land in production within past 5 years, if 1
mile or less:

Distance to prime agricultural land in production within past 5 years,
if 2 miles or less:

Is a historic or landmark site (National Register or Historic Places
and National Natural Landmarks) within the view of the site?

13
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